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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed September 5, 2008 have been fully considered but 

they are not persuasive. 

The Applicant argues that Matsumoto et al. fails to disclose annotating the 
differential information to the video bit stream as an annotation to the video frame 
data for the current video frame only if the differential information indicates a 
change from the current state of the auxiliary information. The Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Matsumoto et al. discloses in col. 15, lines 21-30 and col. 
15, line 47 - col. 16, line 8 that the differential operator performs its differential 
operation between the main and sub picture images with the main picture image 
used as a reference picture image and then sends the calculation results to the 
image compressor in order to the compress the results with the image. Also, in 
Fig. 42 Matsumoto et al. displays the annotated differential information in the 
attribute data. Furthermore, the annotated differential information indicates a 
change from the reference frame to the other frames and if there is no change 
from the reference frame to the other frames then no differential information 
would be needed. Therefore, Matsumoto et al. meets the claimed limitations and 
the rejection is maintained. 



Double Patenting 

2. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
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obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 

3. Claims 1, 11, 16, and 23 rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness- 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1 , 8, and 14 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,842,190 in view of Matsumoto et al. (U.S. Patent 6,590,608). Although the conflicting 
claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because claims 
1, 11, 16, and 23 of the current application encompass the claims 1, 8, and 14 of U.S. 
Patent 6, 842,190. However, Patent 6,842,190 fails to disclose the claim limitation of 
annotating the differential information to the video bit stream as an annotation to the 
video frame data for the current video frame only if the differential information indicates 
a change from the current state of the auxiliary information. Referring to the Matsumoto 
et al. reference, Matsumoto et al. discloses annotating to the video frame data for the 
current video frame only if the differential information indicates a change from the 
current state of the auxiliary information (col. 15, lines 21-30; col. 15, line 47 - col. 16, 
line 8). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to have only annotated the differential information when indicating 
a change in order to save space when recording and avoiding filling up the recording 
medium with useless information. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-7 and 9-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Matsumoto et al. (U.S. Patent 6,590,608). 

Regarding claim 1, Matsumoto et al. discloses a method comprising: 
maintaining a current state of auxiliary information regarding a first frame of a 
sequence of video frames in storage in a local memory, the sequence of video 
frames being encoded as a video bit stream having video frame data for each 
respective video frame of the sequence of video frames (col. 1 5, lines 21-30); 
comparing the stored current state of auxiliary information with auxiliary 
information regarding a later current video frame of the sequence of video frames 
to determine differential information (col. 15, lines 21-30; col. 15, line 47 -col. 
16, line 8); annotating the differential information to the video bit stream as an 
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annotation to the video frame data for the current frame (Figs. 39-42; col. 16, 
lines 51-61) only if the differential information indicates a change from the current 
state of the auxiliary information (col. 1 5, lines 21 -30; col. 1 5, line 47 - col. 1 6, 
line 8). 

Regarding claim 2, Matsumoto et al. discloses all the limitations as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 1 including that the current state of 
auxiliary information indicates the latest encoded information (col. 15, lines 47-49 
- the latest information is stored in the buffer because the buffer is a first in first 
out type buffer where the older data information is discarded). 

Regarding claim 3, Matsumoto et al. discloses all the limitations as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 1 including that the auxiliary 
information comprises additional non-visual information regarding video frames 
(col. 5, line 63 -col. 6, line 2). 

Regarding claim 4, Matsumoto et al. discloses all the limitations as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 1 including that the auxiliary 
information comprises video processing information regarding video frames (col. 
5, line 63 -col. 6, line 2; col. 15, lines 21-30; col. 15, line 47 -col. 16, line 8). 

Regarding claim 5, Matsumoto et al. discloses all the limitations as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as further comprising 
encoding the differential information before annotating the differential information 
(col. 15, lines 27-30). 
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Regarding claim 6, Matsumoto et al. discloses all the limitations as 
previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 5 including that the encoded 
differential information comprises a list of parameters; the parameters being 
described in a tag lookup table (Figs. 27 and 28; col. 13, lines 21-27). 

Regarding claim 7, Matsumoto et al. discloses all the limitations as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 1 including that annotating the 
differential information comprises extending the video bit stream format to include 
the differential information (Fig. 42 - annotating the differential information will 
make the picture data files larger thereby extending the video bit stream). 

Regarding claim 9, Matsumoto et al. discloses all the limitations as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as the method further 
comprising gathering the video information regarding the current video frame 
(Figs. 27, 28, and 39-43 - displays the gathered information; col. 15, lines 21- 
30). 

Regarding claim 10, Matsumoto et al. discloses all the limitations as 
previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 9 including that the differential 
information comprises the difference between the current state of the auxiliary 
information and the gathered information (col. 15, line 47 - col. 16, line 8). 

Regarding claims 11-15, these are machine-readable medium claims 
corresponding to the method claims 1-3, 6, and 7. Therefore, claims 1 1-15 are 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claims 1-3, 6, and 
7. 
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Regarding claims 16-22, these are apparatus claims corresponding to the 
method claims 1-6. Therefore, claims 16-22 are analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed with respect to claims 1-6. 

Regarding claim 23, this is an apparatus claim corresponding to the 
method claims 1, 2, 6, and 7 combined. Therefore, claim 23 is analyzed and 
rejected as previously discussed with respect to the combination of claims 1 , 2, 
6, and 7. 

Regarding claim 24, Matsumoto et al. discloses all the limitations as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 16 including that the auxiliary 
information comprises additional non-visual information regarding camera 
geometry and identification for the video frames (Figs. 26-28; col. 13, lines 6-27). 

Regarding claim 25, Matsumoto et al. discloses all the limitations as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 16 including that the auxiliary 
information comprises video processing information regarding descriptions and 
camera positions for the video frames (Figs. 26-28; col. 1 3, lines 6-27). 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HEATHER R. JONES whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-7368. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Thurs.: 7:00 am - 
4:30 pm, and every other Fri.: 7:00 am - 3:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 571-272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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